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SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 3 CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 11952, H.R. 
11787, AND H.R. 8212 


Hovusr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
SuBcoMMITTEE No. 3, 
Washington, D.C., Friday, May 13, 1960. 
The subcommittee met at 11:15 a.m., Hon. L. Mendel Rivers, 
chairman of the subcommittee, presiding. 
Mr. Rivers. We are going to take up three bills this morning. 
The first one is H.R. 11952. 
(The bill follows:) 


(H.R. 11952, 86th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To repeal the Act of May 29, 1958, which authorized and directed the Administrator of General 
Services to provide for the release of restrictions and reservations contained in an instrument conveying 
certain land by the United States to the State of Wisconsin 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Act of May 29, 1958 (72 Stat. 149) 
is hereby repealed. 

Mr. Rivers. I will ask Mr. Knott, the Deputy Commissioner of 
Public Buildings, if he will come forward. 


Mr. Lawson B. Knott. Is Mr. Knott here? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Come up, Mr. Knott. Have a seat, sir. 

Mr. Knorr. Good morning, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. The first bill is a bill to repeal the act of May 29, 
1958, which authorized and directed the GSA to provide for the 
release of restrictions and reservations contained in an instrument 
conveying certain land by the United States to the State of Wisconsin. 

You want to repeal that, because you want to get back that land 
so that vou can dispose of it in a regular procedure you are now 
following for the disposal? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You may proceed, sir. 

Mr. Knorr. Mr. Chairman, | have a prepared statement which I 
will be glad to file for the record, if you like, and I can —— 

Mr. Rivers. Why don’t you put it in the record and just brief it? 

Mr. Knorr. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Most of us know what it is. 

Mr. Knorr. Right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You tell us in brief what it is, and then we will ask 
you one or two questions. 

Mr. Knorr. Right, sir. 

In 1956, Mr. Chairman, this committee acted on a bill sponsored 
by Representative Withrow, which provided for the transfer of three 
parcels of land which had been acquired by the Army and for several 
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years preceding that time had been used for National Guard purposes. 
Following the pattern of many other bills that were acted on at that 
time, this property was conveyed to the State for National Guard 
purposes, with the appropriate restrictions for that use. 

One of the parcels, namely, this target range, consisting of about 
8 acres, was needed by the State for other purposes. The State 
wanted it, in other words, without restrictions on its use. So a bill 
was introduced which provided for the release of those restrictions. 

In the course of legislative action on the bill, the bill was amended 
to provide, inasmuch as the State had not paid for the property in the 
first instance, for the payment of the fair market value for this 
conveyance. And as enacted, it did so provide. 

A deed was drafted by the General Services Administration and 
transmitted to the State, with the request that the State pay the ap- 
praised fair market value, of some $8,000, for the property. This was 
property acquired back in 1914, for about $2,000. 

he State subsequently, in 1959, notified us that they did not desire 
to acquire the property at its fair market value in accordance with 
the terms of the bill. 

Now inasmuch as the bill authorized and directed that it be disposed 
of for this purpose, we were in the position of not being able to dispose 
of it as surplus. 

Mr. Rivers. For any other purpose? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir. 

So we have come to the Congress asking that this bill, or this legis- 
lation, in 1958, be repealed. 

Mr. Rivers. Since they don’t want it and since you can’t dispose 
of it for any other purpose without it being repealed, you want to 
repeal it? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And that is the sum of the whole bill? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. In the coconut. 

Mr. Knorr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, I think I understand it very well, Mr. Knott. 

Mr. Winstead, have you any questions? 

Mr. WrinsteaD. No. 

Mr. Rivers. Mrs. St. George? 

Mrs. St. Georce. No. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Slatinshek? 

Mr. SuatiInsHEK. No, I believe it has been explained very well. 

Mr. Rivers. Now you have seen his statement that we are putting 
in the record. 

Mr. SLaTINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

(The statement referred to is as follows:) 


STATEMENT CONCERNING H.R. 11952, To RepeAL THE Act or May 29, 1958, 
Wuicu AUTHORIZED AND DIRECTED THE ADMINISTRATOR OF GENERAL SERV- 
1cEs To PrRovrpE FOR THE RELEASE OF RESTRICTIONS AND RESERVATIONS 
CONTAINED IN AN INSTRUMENT CONVEYING CERTAIN LAND BY THE UNITED 
STATES TO THE STATE OF WISCONSIN 


Mr. Chairman and committee members, it is a privilege to have the opportunity 
of appearing before your committee today for the purpose of making a statement 
concerning the need for enactment of the legislative proposal you are now con- 
sidering. 
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reo STATES OF AME 
. NUD act approved July 18, 1956 (70 Stat. 576), authorized and directed the 
t Secretary of the Army to convey to the State of Wisconsin 8.10 acres of land, 
more or less, comprising the La Crosse National Guard target range, without mone- 
d tary consideration, but subject to reverter of title to the United States if the 
property ceases to be used for training and maintaining of units of the Wisconsin 
t National Guard. This act also provided for the reservation of mineral rights to 
e the Government, a right of reentry and use by the Government without payment 
Tl of compensation in the event of a national emergency, and such other reservations, 


restrictions, terms, and conditions as the Secretary determines to be necessary to 
properly protect the interest of the United States. 

d On November 2, 1956, the Secretary of the Army conveyed the La Crosse Na- 
tional Guard target range, now described as comprising approximately 6 acres, 
: to the State of Wisconsin in accordance with the provisions of the act approved 
S July 18, 1956. 

Public Law 85-431 (72 Stat. 149), approved May 29, 1958, authorizes and 
d directs the Administrator of General Services to convey to the State of Wisconsin 
)- any right, reservation, restriction, or interest reserved to the United States in 
the real property described in the act approved July 18, 1956, upon payment by 


is the State of the fair market value of the fee-simple title thereof. Pursuant to 
Public Law 85-431, GSA appraised the property at a fair market value of $8,190, 

re and proceeded to prepare a deed to convey the reserved interests to the State. 

h On April 17, 1959, the State indicated that it was not interested in purchasing 


a clear title pursuant to Public Law 85-431, and on August 18, 1959, the State 
officials informed GSA that the Wisconsin National Guard was not currently using 
“d the target range. 
se In view of the fact that Public Law 85-431 not only authorizes but also directs 
the Administrator of General Services to convey the reserved interests to the 
State of Wisconsin and since the State does not wish to purchase such reserved 
interests, repeal of the Public Law is necessary to enable the Government to 
proceed with other appropriate disposition of the property. 
iS- If Public Law 85-431 is repealed and if the target range is reported by the 
Department of Defense to GSA as excess property, GSA will ascertain whether 
the property can be appropriately used to fulfill the needs of other Federal agencies. 
In the event that the property is not continued in Federal use, it will be disposed 
to of as surplus property in accordance with the provisions of the Federal Property 
and Administrative Services Act of 1949. 

General Services Administration favors the enactment of this measure. 


Mr. Rivers. We still have to approve of any disposal by our Real 
Estate Committee, don’t we? 

Mr. Knorr. That is right. 

Any property—I don’t believe, within your monetary limitations, 
that this would come before your subcommittee. 

Mr. Rivers. I think this would be sent direct, wouldn’t it? 

Mr. SuatTInsHEK. That is right. 

Mr. Kworrt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SuatTinsHEK. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, represent- 
ing the Army, could Mr. Pearl comment on the Army’s position with 
respect to this parcel of land? 
ng Mr. Rivers. Mr. Pearl, would you come up? 

Mr. PEARL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. We haven’t had the benefit of your testimony in a 
long time. You are always of great help. 

Could you tell us in a few words now the position of the Army, so 


we that we can have it for the record? 

a Mr. Peart. The Department of the Army, has been designated, 

rED Mr. Chairman, to speak for the Department of Defense on this. And 
there is no military requirement for this property by any of the 

sity departments of the Department of Defense. So that we are in accord 

ent with this legislative proposal of General Services Administration and 

on- would interpose no objection to any disposal of the property that they 


deem appropriate. 
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Mr. Rivers. Thank you very much, Mr. Pearl. 

(Mr. Winstead aside.) 

Mr. Rivers. Can you sell at any price you want now? 

Mr. Knorr. Whatever it will bring in the market; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is a standing rule, the fair market value? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, the bill is—no amendments, Mr, 
Slatinshek? 

Mr. SuatTinsHEK. No amendments, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, the bill will be favorably reported 
to the full committee. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Peary. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon, the subcommittee proceeded to other business.) 


H.R. 11787 


Mr. Rivers. Now the next bill is 11787. 

Lt. Col. R. L. Bobbett, Department of the Air Force. 

Colonel Bobbett, we will be glad to hear from you now. 

This bill is to amend title 10, to make permanent the authority 
for flight instruction for members of the Reserve Officers’ Training 
Corps and for other purposes. 


(The bill follows:) 
{H.R. 11787, 86th Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To amend title 10, United States Code, to make permanent the author- 
ity for flight instruction for members of Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That chapter 101 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended as follows: 

(1) By adding the following new section at the end thereof: 

**§ 2003. Flight instruction for members of Reserve Officers’ Training Corps 

“The Secretary of any. military department may provide, or contract with 
civilian flying or aviation schools or educational institutions to provide, such per- 
sonnel, aircraft, supplies, facilities, and instruction as are necessary for flight 
instruction of members of the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps under his juris- 
diction.” 

(2) By adding the following new item at the end of the analysis: 

9003. Flight instruction for members of Reserve Officers’ Training Corps.”’ 

Sec. 2. Section 32 of the Act of September 2, 1958, Public Law 85-861 
(72 Stat. 1564), is repealed. 

Mr. Rivers. We may have a little amendment to that. 

Now, Colonel Bobbett, we will be glad to hear from you. Go 
ahead, sir. 

Colonel Borsertr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee, on behalf of the 
Department of Defense, I wish to express my appreciation for being 
permitted to testify before your subcommittee in support of H.R. 
11787. 

The purpose of this ee is to assure the continuation, on a 
permanent basis, of the ROTC flight training program which, if not 
extended, will expire August 1, 1960 (72 Stat. 1564). 

The Departments of the Army and the Air Force have participated 
in the ROTC flight instruction program since fiscal year 1957. The 
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The Department of the Navy established the program at two schools 
(University of Illinois and Purdue University) during fiscal year 1957 
and discontinued the training in fiscal year 1959; however, the Navy 
has requested that no change be made in the law which presently 
authorizes their service to participate in such training. 

The experience of the Army and the Air Force during the first 3 
ye rm of operation of the ROT ‘C flight training programs reveals: 

The reaction of cadets, military personnel assigned to ROTC 
Ph and university officials concerning this program has been 
enthusiastic. The comments of officers assigned to ROTC duty 
indicate that this program has done more to stimulate interest in 
military service among college students than has any previous program 
established for this purpose. 

(2) The elimination rate of Air Force pilot trainees whose back- 
Pee include ROTC flight training has been approximately one-half 
the rate of those who did not have the ROTC flight training. This 
reduced attrition rate has resulted in a lower average cost for training 
new Air Force pilots. The Army has experienced a similar benefit 
wherein the attrition rate of their flight-trained ROTC graduates is 
approximately one-third the rate of other Army pilot trainees. This 
sharp reduction in attrition is the result of identifying and eliminating 
the weaker cadets before they enter pilot training and to the increased 
confidence and experience gained by those cadets who successfully 
complete the light plane training. This relatively inexpensive program 
has increased the efficiency of the Army and Air Force pilot training 
programs and has reduced costs normally associated with pilot train- 
ing. 
The success of the flight instruction program during its experimental 
phase is impressive and warrants its continuation as a permanent 
program. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I will be happy to answer any questions that you or members of 
your committee may have. 

Mr. Rivers. Now these students, when they have completed their 
undergraduate work and become graduates, they will have a degree of 
some kind? 

Colonel Bosserr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So your level of college men will be higher? 

Colonel Bosserr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now do I assume that that is the real desire, that you 
will get people with more education, more training and more back- 
ground because they have been phased out because “of physical weak- 
nesses, and you will get a higher mental group as w ell as physical group 
overall, both the Air Force and the Army? 

Colonel Bosserr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that the reasoning behind this bill? 

Colonel Bospert. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. And ultimately saving you money? 

Colonel Bobbett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now how much will it cost the first year? What will 
this thing cost? 

Colonel Bossert. For the flight instruction program in the colleges? 
Are you talking about——— 

Mr. StatinsHeKk. That is right. 
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Colonel Bospserr. Are you talking about the annual cost, or per 
student? 

Mr. Rivers. I want the cost of this program. 

Colonel Bosserr. Approximately $1 million, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. For this whole ROTC program for the Army and for 
the Air Force? 

Colonel Bopserr. That is for the combined services; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Because the Navy doesn’t fool with it now. 

Colonel Bosserr. But the Navy is very seriously considering re- 
opening this program, sir. If they do, then the cost will be popor- 
tionately higher. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. They got interested in it when they found out 
that you were going to do something about it, or are they really 
interested in it? 

Colonel Bosserr. No, sir. They have evaluated the results the 
same as we have, and they see that the dollars and cents add up to a 
very sizable savings for the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Rivers. I guess about every State has some of these schools, 
doesn’t it? 

Colonel Bossert. Yes, sir; they do. 

Mr. Rivers. You got 150 schools in the Air Force, and the Army 
has 66 schools. 

Now let’s take a State atrandom. What about the State of Illinois? 
Have you got that? 

Colonel Bossert. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How much would the State of Illinois—that is a fairly 
representative State. 

Maj. Houston N. Turt. The State of Illinois presently has 51 
students in the program. This is in the 1959 and 1960 year. 

Mr. Rivers. How many schools participate? 

Major Tue. Four universities—four colleges and universities in 
Illinois. 

Mr. Rrvers. Four colleges and universities? 

Major TvgEt. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And how many in the Army program? 

Major Tuel. The Army program only is in the University of 
Illinois, and they have seven students. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mrs. St. Grorcre. How about—excuse me, Mr. Chairman—how 
about the State of New York? 

Mr. Rivers. How about New York? 

Major Turi. New York has 71 participating students. They have 
12 colleges. And they have 13 students participating in the Army 
schools. 

Mr. Rivers. Twelve colleges? 

Major Tvue.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So this has quite an acceptance. 

South Carolina has three, doesn’t it? 

Major Tvet. Sir, three schools. They have 52 students. Thirty- 
one in the Citadel, which is the largest in the State. 

Mr. Rivers. What about Mississippi? That is another very im- 
portant State. 

Mr. WinstEAD. Yes. By re 

Major TveL. Mississippi State has 12 students, and Mississippi 
University has 7. They have none in the Army. 
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Major Tuet. By virtue of the Sugar Bowl game, you mean? 
Mr. Rivers. How many did you say you had at the University of 
Mississippi? 
Major Tue. Mississippi has 12. 
for Mr. Rivers. They have two schools. 
Major Tue.. Yes, sir; Mississippi and Mississippi State. 
Mr. Winstreap. As to Mississippi State 
Major Ture. Neither Mississippi nor Mississippi State participates 


per 



















































re- in the Army program. 
or Mr. Rivers. That is the Air Force. 

Major Tue. Just Air Force; yes, sir. 
ut Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Slatinshek, you wanted to discuss a possible 
lly amendment, didn’t you? 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Well, sir, I would like to raise a few questions. 
he Mr. Rivers. You go ahead. 
a Mr. SLATINSHEK. You mentioned, Colonel Bobbett, the fact that 

apparently some appreciable savings would result if we continued 

ls, this program. Could you elaborate on that and point out those areas 


which would actually result in savings and the manner in which these 
savings were developed? 

Ly Colonel Bospett. I can elaborate on that in two manners: First, 
I can give you what we have come up with, that is, the figure that 
we estimate. The saving in 1958 was approximately $7,700 per pilot 
trained in the U.S. Air Force. During that same year, approximately 
$1,500 was saved for each Army aviator trained. 


y Mr. SuaTiINsHek. Let me interrupt there, Colonel Bobbett. 
What vou are saying there is that due to the higher completion rate 
1 of people who have undergone ROTC flight training, the resultant 
savings there more than offset the costs of the program in the ROTC 
institution? 
n Colonel Bosserr. That is correct. 


Mr. Rivers. You won’t shut the door, though—you certainly 
won’t shut the door to the young man who has not had the good 
fortune to attend college, if he has these capabilities and aptitudes? 
You won’t just have a group of fliers who are exclusively college 
f graduates, will you? 

Colonel Bosserr. I will have to report, sir, that our program is now 
restricted to officer candidates, that is, officers who have completed 
y either ROTC training, Academy training, OTS, or OCS. 

Mr. Rivers. You won’t have anybody who doesn’t have a degree; 
is that right? 

; Colonel Bosserr. That is correct, sir. 
Major Ture. Yes. 

Colonel Bopper. With the exception of OTS. 

Mr. Rivers. With the exception of OTS? 

Colonel Bosserr. OTS. 

And there are some navigator entries, of a very minor nature, who 
mav have not. 

Mr. Winstreap. Have you had very many in the past who did not 
have a college degree? 

Colonel Bossetr. Yes, sir; when we had our aviation cadet pro- 
gram, these boys were not required to have a college degree. 

Mr. Rivers. As your machines get more sophisticated, I under- 
stand that. 
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Mr. WinstEav. Well, [ would say this, if I may interrupt. 

The only thing that concerns me: You might have an excellent 
aviator there, where some college would have some requirement in 
order to get a degree, in a language of some kind, and he would pass 
everything in the world except that language. 

You mean he would be excluded? 

Colonel Bosserr. Perhaps I can explain this, gentlemen, by saving 
the Air Force has reduced its pilot rate to a point where the source of 
pilots with degrees far exceeds what we need. Therefore, it has been 
the position of the Air Force and the Department of Defense that we 
will take the highest caliber that is available. 

Mr. Winsteap. I am still not exactly clear. 

I think the point is good and well taken, if I understand it. But if 
this boy has measured up in every respect with his aviation—and he 
might be top, away above some boy, but failing on some particular 
subject, like a language, it would have no connection whatsoever with 
his flying ability. 

You mean he is totally barred, under your proposed program? 

Mr. Rivers. Certainly. He doesn’t finish school. He has got to 
finish school to get out of this proposition. 

Colonel Bossert. This is correct, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. Well, you would have very few, if any, who would 
make excellent pilots who couldn’t get through college, anyway, 
regardless of what the subject was. 

Mr. Rivers. He has to get by his PAST, hasn’t he? 

Colonel Bossetr. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. He has to do that. Isn’t that what you call him? 

Colonel Bossert. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I should have said P.M.S. & T. 

Colonel Bossetr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. He has to get through his Air Force science and tactics 
and PAS that corresponds, in Air Force tactics and science. 

Mr. Winsteap. Is there any opposition on this bill that you know 
of, and if so, where did it come from? 

Colonel Boxsserr. I have no knowledge of any opposition in the 
Department of Defense on this bill, sir. We are enthusiastically 
behind it. 

Mr. Rivers. Captain, do you have something you want to give for 
the good of the cause? 

Captain Leon. I am Capt. 8. S. Leon, of the Navy. I am on the 
staff of the Assistant Secretary of Defense, Mr. Finucane. 

The Department of Defense fully supports the proposed continu- 
ation of the present temporary law and strongly recommends the 
committee put it into permanent law. 

The savings that the colonel has pointed out is, if computed in 
dollars, very, very sizable, Mr. Chairman, that we could save by the 
continuation of this present program, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, we are all committed to economies, as you know. 

Captain Leon. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. SuatinsHek. Could the witness provide the committee with 
some information as to the nature of the course that is taken? 

Colonel Bosserr. Yes, sir; 35 hours of flight instruction, with 
appropriate ground school. 
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The Air Force ROTC students receive their ground school training 
as part of their regular curricuium. 

The Army students receive their ground instruction from FAA indi- 
viduals. That is the reason why their course costs approximately 
$35 more per student than the Air Force course, which costs approxi- 
mately $500 at this time. 

In 35 hours of flying, these students will, if capable, solo the aircraft 
and will be qualified for an FAA private pilot’s certificate. 

Mr. SitatinsHEK. What is the unit cost, the average unit cost for 
training these people in this ROTC program, the flight training? 

Colonel Bosserr. The flight training? 

Mr. StatinsHek. If you don’t have it, you can submit it for the 
record. 

Colonel Bonsetr. If—you want per hour or per student? 

Mr. SLaTINSHEK. Per student. 

Colonel Bosserr. Our latest figures here will show $500 for the Air 
Force student, and approximately $535 for the Army student. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Some criticism has been made of the Air Force 
on its requirement for pilots in the future, in view of the changing 
missions and changing weapons. 

Would there be any difficulty experienced by either the Army or the 
Air Force if this provision were merely extended for another 4 years, 
as opposed to making it permanent? 

Colonel Bonpert. Sir, the answer to your question is that we can 
operate satisfactorily with a 4-year extension of this bill. 

However, before you take that course of action, I would like for you 
to consider two points. 

Recent programing actions in the Air Force have reduced the pull on 
the training rate to an annual production minimum that must be 
maintained throughout the foreseeable future. Over 65 percent of the 
candidates who enter this program will be ROTC-trained individuals. 
The other 35 percent will come from the service Academies, the OTS, 
the OCS, and a few other minor young officers who receive their com- 
mission through other sources. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, now, we don’t want to work ourselves out of a 
job. We will be here, a lot of us. If you get in a jam, you holler. 

Colonel Bosperr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If you get in a jam, you just holler. 

Colonel Bonserr. But we do not anticipate any further reductions 
in pilot training that would in any way influence you to hold this 
program on a@ minimum duration. 

However, we can live with it for 4 years, if that is what you see fit 
to do. 

Mr. Rivers. Can anything hurt by making this thing permanent, 
Mr. Slatinshek? 

Mr. SuatinsHEeK. No, sir; not in my opinion. But I raise the 
question for the consideration of the committee, in view of possible 
considerations that might appear during the legislative process. 

(Mr. Winstead, aside.) 

Colonel Boppetr. May I say further, sir? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Bosserr. The Department of Defense continually studies 
all our pilot-training programs and strives 

Mr. Rivers. Don’t you have a constant review of the pilot require- 
ment? 
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Colonel Bosserr. Yes, sir; we constantly review our requirements. 
And we are constantly trying to reduce costs and prevent them from 
getting any higher. 

Mr. Rivers. Why don’t we take a little review in 4 years? [ 
don’t think that will hurt you. 

Colonel Bosperr. We accept that, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You know that, don’t you? 

Colonel BosBert. Yes, sir; we accept that. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, we will just make this 4 years, 
Mr. Slatinshek. 

Mr. SiatinsHek. All right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Then if you get in trouble—I think all of us are in 
pretty good health. And we are strong for you. If you need any 
help, we will help you. That is the way Mr. Vinson does. We are 
here quite a few days during the year. You really don’t object to 
4 years, do you, Colonel? 

Colonel Bosserr. No, sir; we have no objection. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, then, we favorably report. this 
to the committee, with that amendment. 

Thank you. You have made a fine statement. And you gave us 
some good information. Then, you see, in 4 years we will know 
how these schools are doing. 

Colonel Bospert. Fine. 

Mr. Rivers. That is another good reason. 

Colonel Bospperr. We appreciate appearing before you. 
(The following was submitted for the record :) 


STATEMENT OF CoL. JoHN T. Cartton, Executive Director, RESERVE 
OFFICERS ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED STATES 


Re H.R. 11787, a bill to amend title 10, United States Code, to make permanent 
the authority for flight instruction for members of Reserve Officers’ Train- 
ing Corps, and for other purposes 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we appreciate the opportunity 
to express our views on this most important piece of legislation. 

The Reserve Officers Association has a mandate from our national convention 
on this particular piece of legislation. 

We wholeheartedly concur in the purpose of the legislation and strongly rec- 
ommend that this be enacted into law. 

We wish to thank you for permitting us to express our views on this most 
important piece of legislation. 

Mr. Rivers. Now the committee will stand adjourned until 
Monday. Then we will take the Army, on Monday. And the 
Secretary of the Army for Manpower, Mr. Short, will be our first 
witness. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a.m., the subcommittee adjourned, to re- 
convene at 10 a.m., on Monday, May 16, 1960.) 
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H.R. 8212 


Mr. Rivers. The next bill is H.R. 8212. 
(The bill follows: ) 


[H.R. 8212, 86th Cong., 1st sess.] 


A BILL To amend title 10, United States Code, with respect to the procedure for ordering certain members 
of the reserve components to active duty and the requirements for physical examination of members of 
the reserve components, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That title 10, United States Code, is amended as 
follows: 

(1) Section 1004(a) is amended to read as follows: 
“(a) Each member of the Ready Reserve who is not on active duty shall— 

‘*(1) be examined as to his physical fitness every four years, or more often 
as the Secretary concerned considers necessary; and 

(2) execute and submit annually a certificate of physical condition.” 

Each Reserve in an active status, or on an inactive status list, who is not on active 
duty shall execute and submit annually a certificate of physical condition.” 

(2) Chapter 307 is amended as follows: 

(A) By adding the following new section at the end thereof: 
“§ 3080. Army National Guard of the United States: Authority of officers with 

respect to Federal status 

“Under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Army, officers 
of the Army National Guard of the United States who are not on active duty 
may— 

“(1) order members of the Army National Guard of the United States or, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Air Force, members of the Air 
National Guard of the United States, to active duty for training under 
section 672(d) of this title; 

(2) enlist, reenlist, or extend the enlistments of persons as Reserves of 
the Army or Reserves of the Air Force for service in the Army National 
Guard of the United States or the Air National Guard of the United States, 
as the case may be; and 

“(3) with respect to their Federal status, promote or discharge persons 
enlisted or reenlisted as Reserves of the Army or Reserves of the Air Force 
for that service.”’ 

(B) By adding the following new item at the end of the analysis: 

“3080. Army National Guard of the United States: authority of officers with respect to Federal status.’’ 

(3) Chapter 807 is amended as follows: 

(A) By adding the following new section at the end thereof: 

“§ 8080. Air National Guard of the United States: authority of officers with 
respect to Federal status 

“Under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Air Force, officers 
of the Air National Guard of the United States who are not on active duty may— 

“(1) order members of the Air National Guard of the United States or, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Army, members of the Army 
National Guard of the United States, to active duty for training under 
section 672(d) of this title; 

(2) enlist, reenlist, or extend the enlistments of persons as Reserves of 
the Army or Reserves of the Air Force for service in the Army National 
Guard of the United States or the Air National Guard of the United States, 
as the case may be; and 

(3) with respect to their Federal status, promote or discharge persons 
enlisted or reenlisted as Reserves of the Army or Reserves of the Air Force 
for that service.”’ 

(B) By adding the following new item at the end of the analysis: 

“8080. Air National Guard of the United States: authority of officers with respect to Federal status.”’ 


Mr. Rivers. Col. James Gettings, will you come up? 

This bill is to amend title 10, with respect to the procedure for 
ordering certain members of the Reserve components to active duty 
for physical examination, isn’t it? 

Colonel Grtrrines. No, sir; it is a two-piece bill. There are two 
amendments to the bill, or two proposals embodied in the bill. 
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Mr. Rivers. Well, you go ahead and explain it. 

Colonel Gerrinas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am Colonel Get- 
tings, Personnel Division, Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff for 
Reserve Components, Department of the Army. 

I appreciate the opportunity to present the views of the Depart- 
ment of Defense on this proposal to amend the provisions of law with 
respect to requirements for physical examination of members of the 
Reserve components, and the procedure for ordering certain members 
of the Reserve components to active duty. 

With me are representatives of the Army Surgeon General’s Office, 
the Air Force, the Navy, and the National Guard Bureau. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you want to bring them up? Do you need them? 

Colonel Gerrinas. No; I don’t think I will need them, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead. 

Colonel Gerrines. The purpose of this legislation is, first, to amend 
the provision of law pertaining to physical examinations for members 
of the Reserve components so as to eliminate the requirement for 
physical examination for members of the Standby Reserve and per- 
mit the appropriate Secretary to prescribe regulations governing 
physical examinations for such members, and, second, to authorize 
under regulation proposed by the appropriate Secretary, commis- 
sioned officers of the Army National Guard of the United States or 
the Air National Guard of the United States, whether or not on active 
duty, to be designated as competent authority to order members of 
the Army National Guard of the United States or the Air National 
Guard of the United States to active duty, or take other actions with 
respect to the Federal status of members of those components. 

The first proposed amendment would make implementation of the 
present requirement concerning physical examinations of members of 
the Reserve components not on active duty more realistic. Section 
1004(a), title 10, United States Code, provides that each Reserve 
who is not on active duty, and not in the Retired Reserve, shall be 
examined as to his physical fitness at least once every 4 years, or 
more often as the Secretary concerned considers necessary, and shall 
execute and submit annually a certificate of physical condition. 
There are presently about 2,304,000 members of Reserve components 
of the Army who must be examined under this requirement. 

Aside from the fact that our medical personnel and facilities are in- 
adequate to administer examinations to this large number of individ- 
uals, many nonparticipating reservists, particularly those in the 
Standpy Reserve, do not report for physical examinations despite 
our repeated requests that they do so. The Armed Forces do not 
have the means of forcing such individuals to take physical examina- 
tions, and it is not considered either appropriate or desirable to dis- 
charge them, since such action would terminate their service obligation. 

Mr. Rivers. In other words, you have got an Army that won’t take 
orders? 

Colonel Gerrinas. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. In other words, you have an Army that won’t take 
orders. That is about the size of it. [Laughter.] 

And if you discharge them, you might discharge somebody who 
has got some good in him, maybe, if you get in a fight. That is about 
the size of it. 
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(Mr. Winstead aside.) 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel Gerrincs. This proposal would not change the present 
requirement of physical examinations at least once every 4 years for 
those members of the Ready Reserve. The present requirement that 
all members of Reserve components not on active duty, except those 
in the Retired Reserve, submit annual certificates as to their physical 
condition would remain unchanged, This certificate serves as a 
valuable means of inventorying the physical capabilities of our reserv- 
ists. In this connection, we realize the importance of having up-to- 
date information on the physical status of reservists who are lable 
for active duty in time of emergency and, therefore, will continue our 
efforts to encourage standby reservists to undergo a thorough physical 
examination at least once every 4 years even though such action would 
no longer be required by statute. 

The second proposed amendment will provide a more economical 
method of ordering members of the Army National Guard of the 
United States or the Air National Guard of the United States to active 
duty, as well as permitting the accomplishment of other actions such 
as the enlistment, reenlistment, or extension of enlistinents of persons 
as Reserves of the Army or Reserves of the Air 1orce for service in 
the Army or Air National Guard of the United States or, with respect 
to their Federal status, promote or discharge persons enlisted or re- 
enlisted as Reserves of the Army or Air Force. 

The Judge Advocate General of the Army has ruled that a commis- 
sioned officer not on active duty or active duty for training may not 
now be designated as competent authority to order members of the 
Army National Guard of the United States to active duty for training. 

At the present time, to accomplish this procedure, particularly as 
it concerns young National Guard enlistees about to enter 6 months 
active duty for training, State adjutants general or their designees are 
ordered to active duty for training for not to exceed 1 day each week. 
This method, although administratively costly, was devised as the 
simplest means under existing authority for ordering members of the 
Army or Air National Guard of the United States to active duty. 
The proposed amendment would save the administrative costs of the 
present cumbersome procedure. 

The Department of Defense endorses this bill. It is estimated that 
enactment of the first part of the proposal would not result in any 
additional costs to the Government. , 

The second part of the proposal will save the Government about 
$9,000 annually for the first 5 years. The Bureau of the Budget has 
advised that it has no objection to the consideration of this legislation 
by the Congress. 

Mr. Rivers. Now the second amendment will do just what? 

Colonel Gertinas. The second amendment would permit an officer 
in the Office of the Adjutant General or Assistant Adjutant General 
of each State, whether or not he is on active duty——— 

Mr. Rivers. Whether or not he is on active duty? 

Colonel Gertines. Whether or not he is on active duty, to cut 
these orders, ordering these young men to active duty for training for 
the 6-month program. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 
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Colonel Gertines. Or take care of other things involving the young 
man’s Federal status. 

Mr. Rivers. Right. 

Colonel Gerrines. Not his State status, but his Federal status. 

Mr. Rivers. It will give them enlarged authority? 

Colonel Gertincs. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Whether or not they are on active duty? 

Colonel Gertines. Right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Colonel Grrtines. This bill has the endorsement of the Reserve 
Officers Association of the United States and the National Guard 
Association of the United States, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now are there any questions from the colonel? 

How about it, Mr. Slatinshek? 

Mr. SuatinsHEK. I have only one possible question. 

In connection with the language in the bill that was supplied by 
Defense, in respect to the authority requested for the Secretary in 
respect to the National Guard, the language reads as follows: 

Under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Army, officers of 
the Army National Guard of the United States who are not on active duty— 
and then it indicates the various functions which they may perform 
under the regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary. 

What you mean there is, are. whether or not they are on active 
duty, is that correct? 

Colonel Gettines. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SLaTINsHEK. My purpose in raising the question, Mr. Chair- 
man, was just to clarify the language for the record, so as to preclude 
the Boda =F misconstruction of this. 

Mr. Rivers. I didn’t get your question. 

Mr. StatinsHek. The present language here provides that this new 
authority would be provided to officers who are not on active duty. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. StatinsHek. Actually, what the Army wants is to permit these 
officers to perform these functions whether or not they are on active 
duty. 

Mr. Rivers. It would just save $9,000. 

Colonel Gettines. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all it does. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Gerrines. And it gives us that flexibility. 

Mr. SLATINSHEK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I think we have the distinguished representative of 
the National Guard Association here, General Strauss. 

General Strauss, have you something you can give? 

General Strauss. No, sir. We find ourselves in the fortunate posi- 
tion of completely subscribing to the Defense Department’s state- 
ment today, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is unusual. [Laughter]. 
Well, we are very glad to have your help. 
Thank you very much, Colonel. 

Colonel Gerrincs. Thank you very much, sir. 
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(The following was submitted for the record:) 


SraTEMENT OF Cot. JoHN T. Cartton, Executive Director, RESERVE OFFICERS 
ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED STaTEs 


Re H.R. 8212, a bill to amend title 10, United States Code, with respect to the 
procedure for ordering certain members of the Reserve components to active 
duty and the requirements for physical examination of members of the Reserve 
components, and for other purposes 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we appreciate the opportunity 
to express our views on this most important piece of legislation. 

The Reserve Officers Association wholeheartedly concurs in the enactment of 
H.R. 8212. 

This will not only relieve the Active Forces of a great amount of administrative 
work but it will also be helpful to members of the Standby Reserves who live 
in isolated areas, and usually it is not always convenient to have a physical 
examination every 4 years. 

We believe this legislation is needed and will be extremely beneficial. 

We wish to thank you for permitting us to express our views on this important 
piece of legislation. 


Mr. Rivers. Without objection, the bill will be reported favorably 
to the full committee. ; 
(Whereupon, the subcommittee proceeded to other business.) 
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